ABSTRACT
RESEARCH PAPERS st hand, it has been claimed that the 21 century skills such as critical thinking, problem-solving skills, communication skills, collaboration skills, and creativity are essential for the modern citizenship (Reigeluth & Karnopp, 2013) . PBL, in the mean times, has been considered long as a significant student-centered approach to engage students and cultivate the 21st century skills on them (OECD, 2011; Reigeluth & Karnopp, 2013) . Whereas, it has been proposed that the best practice of PBL is in networked learning environments energized with learning community (Lin & Ma, 2011) . (Friedl, 2003) . However, there are few evidences or knowledge so far about how school students behave in the virtual learning environment in terms of learning behaviors and interpersonal interaction. That means students in PBL classrooms are spending more time learning about important content through experiences that emphasize critical thinking, collaboration, creativity, and communication (Ravitz, et al., 2012 
Methodology and Procedure of the Study

Theoretical Framework
It is asserted that there are five hierarchical levels, which are 
Instrument and Samples
In order to collect required empirical data and answer above said questions, the study designs and conducts an century skills on high school students or not.
Objectives and Questions
The study is aiming to explore new frontiers in the field of innovative learning practices. There are three unequivocal Due to the limited number of teams participated in the study, the Kruskal-Wallis analysis, instead of ANOVA, is utilized to compare the differences among four countries on the six variables. Table 6 summarizes the results of the data analysis.
Is there a difference of performance on the observing level between students of the four countries?
When using data in Table 2 RESEARCH PAPERS observing level.
Is there a difference of performance on participatory level between students of the four countries?
The study defines participation in the community as frequencies that participants of the program are providing rating score to the artifacts. When using data in Table 3 to compare the mean of FORC variable between the four countries with Kruskal-Wallis analysis, results in Table 5 reveal again that students from Philippines and Taiwan perform better in the participatory level significantly (p<0.01) than the other two countries.
Is there a difference of performance on contributory level between students of the four countries?
Writing or providing expository comments on artifacts submitted by peers in the community definitely is a contribution to the knowledge pool. The study compares the mean of FOCC variable in Table 4 between the four countries. The results in Table 6 indicate that performance of students from Korea and Romania are in the bottom and students of Philippines and Taiwan are on the top significantly (p<0.05).
It is assumed that providing feedbacks with score is easier than with making comments in peer evaluation. After comparing means of FORC and FOCC variables with t-test for paired samples, it turns out that there is no significant difference here (t = -1.49, df = 28, p>0.1). The result implies not only that the common assumption about the feedbacks with score or comment is not correct, but also that students in the program reach contributory level of the immersion hierarchy.
Is there a difference of performance on collective level between students of the four countries?
When a subject or object in networked learning environments could ignite members of the community to input and share their opinions about it together, which signifies a sign of its strength or quality on pouring in the collective wisdom. In this regard, both FORR and FOCR variables together could represent the performance on the collective level in the immersion hierarchy of the study.
After analyzing FORR and FOCR variables presented in Table 5 with Kruskal-Wallis analysis respectively, results in Table 6 indicate that there is a difference between the four countries in FORR. As to the FOCR variable, the difference of performance between the four countries is not significant.
When reviewing the data presented in Table 5 completed the online survey.
The data from open-ended parts of the surveys, classroom observation notes, and focus group transcripts were collected and analyzed using Nvivo, a qualitative analysis software program. The results can be summarized as followings:
Communication & Collaboration
Students found that the processes of working with group members and engaging in online peer reviews have helped them to communicate and work better with each other.
Creativity
The multimedia production process has brought forth many creative project ideas that were not possible in regular class activities.
Critical Thinking
The creation of the projects has helped the students to expand views about the themes of the projects. The process has also enhanced their critical thinking skills while researching and analyzing data towards drawing the conclusions of the projects.
Engagement
Students found creating digital projects for international partners a fun activity to engage in.
Improved Technological Skills
Teachers found that students did demonstrate improvements in utilizing digital media through the projects. The digital literacy and media skills can also aid learning in other courses. For example, students learned how to create digital artifacts and they can also transfer the skills to other courses.
Increased Sense of Responsibility
Students became more responsible in completing their own projects and working with others.
Better Time Management
Students were able to deal with deadline better because if they do not get their projects done, the international partners would not have any artifacts to comment on.
The findings from the study have shown many benefits of PBL, especially in an international context. In summary, student and teacher perceptions of international PBL have shown increased communication, collaboration, creativity, and critical thinking skills throughout the process.
Conclusion and Recommendations
Results of the study both confirm the sequential and 
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